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ATTENTION 


The tollowmg documents appearing in FBI files have been reviewed under the provisions of The Freedom of 
Information Act (FOIA) (Title 5, United States Code, Section 552), Privacy Act of 1974 (PA) (Title 5, United States Code, 
Section 552a), and/or Litigation 


□ FOIA/PA 


D Litigation 


D Executive Order Applied 


Requester _ 

Subject _ 

Computer or Case Identification Number 

Title of Case _ 

* File _ 

Serials Reviewed 


Section 



This file section has been scanned into the FOIPA Document Processing System (FDPS) prior to National Security 
Classification review Please see the documents located m the FDPS for current classification action, if warranted Direct 
inquires about the FDPS to RIDS Service Request Unit, 202-324-3773 


File Number 
Serial(s) Reviewed 



Section 


Section 


FOIPA Requester 
FOIPA Subject 
FOIPA Computer Number 

File Number 
Serial(s) Reviewed 

FOIPA Requester 
FOIPA Subject 
FOIPA Computer Number 

File Number 
Serial(s) Reviewed 

FOIPA Requester 
FOIPA Subject 
FOIPA Computer Number 


THIS FORM IS TO BE MAINTAINED AS THE TOP SERIAL OF THE FILE, BUT NOT SERIALIZED. 


Section 


ATTENTION 


DO NOT REMOVE FROM FILE 
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UNCLAS^~n 

MIGUEL^/ELEZ, AKA; ET At; ADLER B. SEAL-VICTIM; OCDE TASK FORCE' 
INVESTIGATION; OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE-MURDER; 00: NEy ORLEANS-^ 
FOR INFORMATION OF THE BUREAU AND RECI PIENTS, A DISCUS SION 
HELD WITH ASSISTANT DISTRICT ATTORNEY (ADA) 3 a TO N 


ROUGE, LOUISIANA, ON JULY 1 1 , 1986, IN WHICH SHE STATED THaT A 
NUMBER OF PRE-TRIAL MOTIONS, INCLUDING MOTIONS TO SUPPRESS EVIDENCE, 
RELATING TO THE FOUR DEFENDANTS WHO ARE CHARGED WITH MURDER'A tyD 
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NO 24 5D-7 


UNOlap 


CONSPIRACY TO MURDER SEAL, ARE SCHEDULED FOR JULY 93, 1936 AT BATON 
ROUGE, LOUISIANA. 

ADA 


CONSIDERED IT ESSENTIAL THAT THE FOLLOWING FBI AGENTS 


b7C 


BE AVAILABLE ON THE MORNI NG OF JULY 23, 1986 FOR TESTIMONY AS FOLLOWS: 

i. sa| |jacksqn DIVISION, RELATING TO THE ARREST 


AND EVIDENCE SEIZED FROM DEFENDANT MIGUEL VELEZ. 

2. SAlj SAN JUAN DIVISION, AND 


NEW YORK DIVISION, TO TESTIFY RELATING TO INITIAL QUESTIONING OF 
VELEZ AND SEARCH WARRANTS OF VELEZ'S HOTEL ROOM. 


3. SAS 

MIAMI DIVISION, TO TESTIFY REGARDING DETENTION, QUESTIONING , AND 
INVENTORY OF PROPERTY OF SUBJEC1 

THE FOLLOWING NEW ORLEANS SAS WILL BE NEEDED TO TESTIFY RELATING 
TO THE ARRESTS OF SUBJECTS, SEARCH WARRANTS EXECUTED AND SE./\RCHES 
INCIDENTAL TO ARREST, AND PHYSICAL SURVEILLANCES CONDUCTED: SAS 

(CURRENTLY ASSIGNED TO MIAMI DIVISION), 


THE CONTENTS OF THIS TELETYPE HAVE BEEN DISCUSSED WITH THE 
PRINCIPAL LEGAL ADVISOR (PLA) , NEW ORLEANS. 

UACB, AND WITH CONCURRENCE OF THE SACS INVOLVED CONCERNING THE 




PAGE THREE 


NO 24 5D-7 


UNCLAS 


PREVIOUSLY NAMED SAS, THOSE AGENTS VILL BE EXPECTED TO BE IN Ba.TON 
ROUGE FOR TESTIMONY ON JULY 23, 1986. TRAVEL EXPENSES WILL BE 
REIMBURSED BY THE STATE OF LOUISIANA. 
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D AOZ TtO NiO p /50-7 U.»CLAS 

DETAILS: XIGUlL VELEZ IS CU pr 'E”TLY -I0V"ED AT T KG Zf\Sl EATOI 
P CUGE PARISH pr ISOA, 5 A TO \ VOIJGE, LA., FOLLO PI f« VIS ItfDICT.“E' ! T If’ 
STATE CO U r T "OF FI-ST DEGREE -Xl-OE? A CD COFS p I~aCY TO CO- v MT FPST 
EZG P ZE r*’r n rs . VELEZ IS O r E OF FCL'F SUBJECTS ST •'1IL A”L Y CHANGED 'TT b 
THE CC NT D ACT KILLING C 7 FE3PV A~Y i$ , FES, 0~ ATLE P S. SEAL , A 
CCWICTEr I f TEF f'ATI.O f AL COCAINE SMUGGLE- A‘”D U . 3. C OlZ-f\XE p T VITFZSS. 
5E AL W A S EXPECT EE TO P F a U . S. G n VF n N r1 E V T ,|f IT %1 E c S I FO - TFCO XI NO 
TPIALS P’ TrZ SOUTHED DISTRICT OF FLO 3 IT A AGAINST THE I * T E p *7, TIC SAL 
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NON-TELEPHONIC CONSENSUAL MONITORING AND/OR CCTV 


TO: Chie 0 C Section . 

FROM: SSA _, 'c./S4rVzit 

SUBJECT: jpL££ 5, S£#Z - VTcriHy ; b7c 

Attache^'communfcatijon from flJeuJ fiatfXfl *.Fie ld Office, dated 
4A/f£ t requests Routine, Renewal ^merg en cy"^ Emergency Renewal (circle one] 
authorization for the use of electronic" device to monitO£_-AD-d/^r record 
private conversations. Authorization is for 30 days orC60*day$> (circle 
one), beginning on y/y/p£ Previous authority granted on /<//y 

and expires/expired bn v . a/ hi _. (Fill in blanks, if applicable.) 

Emergency authority granted by CtftCF- Smt£Y on 

V/vlk£ to <SA . A/£h/ oALiTHVS f;eru> / 


Date ihjye, 
'c./s4rv*it 


3. The consenting party has: 

a. agreed to testify^ 

b. executed the consent form 

2. Recording/transmitting device will 
only be activated when the consenting 
party is present* 

3. Government attorney (in Judicial - 
District where interception(s) will 
take place or who is designated for the 
investigation) sees no entrapment and 
approves of the use of this technique 
as being appropriate 


tt ■'■"FORMATION CONTAINED 
' :: IS UNCLASSIFIED 

...i t-/.r- ‘fcBY 


* rr r 

Subject(s) of this case are alleged to be involved in: 


(nature of violation)* 

The AG Memorandum ofJl/7/83 on consensual monitoring has been 
reviewed and this request(15oe£)does not (circle one) require written 
authorization from the Department of Justice. (See attached checVlist) 


Authorization to include the use of CCTV. (Yes/No}/ If yes, 

AG Order 985-82 has been reviewed and use of CCTV does/Hoes not (circle 
one) require DOJ authority. (See attached) 

APPLICABLE ACTION MEMORANDUM FORMAT f IF DOJ AUTHORITY REQUIRED: 3 
APPLICABLE CONFIRMING AIRTEL FORMAT # IF DOJ AUTHORITY NOT REQUIREDT_ 

„* REVIEW/APPROVAL 


1. Unit Chief \l\r \l\f / _ 

2. **LCD * ^\ ___ 

3. Approved: *$un$tVi " . , * Section Chief 

•Note that 60 dar authority is appropriate only in long-term investiga¬ 
tions such as UCOs. # , 

•• Review and concurrence by LCD is necessary if any of the seven instances 
requiring written DOJ approval exist or if use of CCTV requires 
written DOJ approval. 



THIS REQUEST DOES NOT REQUIRE WRITTEN AUTHORIZATION FROM THE 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE BECAUSE (check appropriately): 

_ it does not relate to an investigation of a member of 

Congress, a Federal Judge, a member of the Executive 
Branch at Executive Level IV or above", or a person who 
Ka~s served in such capacity within the previous two 
years ; 

it does not relate to an investigation of any public 
official and the offense investigated is not one 
involving bribery, conflict of interest, or extortion 
relating to the performance - of his or her otticial 
duties; 

it does not relate to an investigation of a Federal law 
enforcement officer ; 

the consenting or nonconsenting person is not a member 
of the diplomatic corps of a foreign country ; 

the consenting or nonconsenting person is not or has not 
been a member of the Witness Security Program and that 
fact is known to the agency involved or its officers; 

the consenting or nonconsenting person is not in the 

- custody of the Bureau of Prisons or the United States 

Marshals ServiceT 

the Attorney General, Deputy Attorney General, Associate 

- Attorney General, Assistant Attorney General for the 

Criminal Division, or the United States Attorney in the 
district where an investigation is being conducted ha_s 
not requested the investigating agency to obtain prior 
written consent from DOJ for making a consensual 
interception in a specific investigation . 

THIS REQUEST FOR USE OF CCTV DOES REQUIRE DOJ APPROVAL BECAUSE 
(check appropriately): 

Area to be Viewed - Request includes use of CCTV to view 
the interior of private premises or other area where a 
reasonable expectation of privacy otherwise exists, 
although a participant in the activity to be viewed 
has consented. 

Area to be Viewed - Request includes use of CCTV to view 

- the interior oT “private premises or other area where a 

reasonable expectation of privacy exists, but a 
participant in the activity to be viewed has not 
~~ consented and, therefore, requires DOJ authority and 

a court order . 

Camera Placement - Request includes placement of CCTV 

- to view the interior of private premises or other area 

where a reasonable expectation of privacy exists, but 
a participant in the activity to be viewed has not consented, 
and, therefore, requires DOJ authority and a court order . 
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July 10, 1986 





Office of Enforcement Operations 
Criminal Division 


Director, FBI 

o 

ADLER B. SEAL - VICTIM; 
TfI33TfnrmW~^^ - MURDER 5 

ORGANIZED CRIME DRUG ENFORCEMENT 
TASK FORCE MATTER 


GQVERZJMENJ 


ACTION MEMORANDUM 


Enclosed is a copy of u communication which furnishes 
information concerning a current investigation. 

This is to notify your riffieu that pursuant uc Part III 
(D) of the Attorney General’s Memorandum of November 7, 1983, 
ocptionod ’’Procedures for Lawful, Warrantless Interceptions of 
Verbal communications," addressed to the Heads and Inspectors 
General of Executive Departments end Agencies, emergency 
authorization to utilize an electronic device to monitor and 
record private nen-telophonle conversations with the consent of a 
party was granted by an appropriate FBI Headquarters official on 
April <i, 198o. Exigent eircumstmcf s precluded a request for 
authorization in advance. 


Menitoring/reeorcting of these conversations was 
authorized as being in the best interest of law enforcement in 
thot u is expected to provide corroborative evidence ~nd/rr to 
protect the individual(s) utilizing the equipment. 


As the authorization is for the interception of 
conversations, as delineated in Port 11(A) of the November 7, 
198c Rkaiorcndum, and further monitoring/reecraing is expected in 
this meuter, it is requested that your office approve the use of 
this equipment for t period of 60 nays, beginning on the coove 


mention date. 
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Enclosure 


Ex.c ad Adm _ 1 - F.T.SUR TNDFX . RMD 

l Kmc A0 lnv -/tyl “ [ 


r, thformation contained 

UNCLASSIFIED y ov / 


Ex.c AD LES 
Asst Dir 


—tqjLJ4ecn (5) 


_ _ Emergency authority granted by 0C Section Chief F 

onf4/4/86. New Orleans Division was advised same date. 





2 JUL 22 


'7 


Storey 


■'f 


L.gal Court _ 

Off Cong & / 

Public Aff. Z_ 
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